
REPORT / RECOMMENDATION 

To: 	MAYOR AND COUNCIL 

From: 	Mark K. Nolan, A1CP, Transportation Planner 

Date: 	May 19, 2015 

Subject: Traffic Safety Committee Report of April I, 2015 

Agenda Item #: IV. C. 

Action al 
Discussion 0 

Information [11 

Action Requested: 

Review and approve the Traffic Safety Committee Report of April I, 20 I 5. 

Information / Background: 

The Edina Transportation Commission (ETC) reviewed the April I, 2015 Traffic Safety Committee Report 

at their April 16 meeting and moved to forward the report to the City Council for approval; see attached 

draft minutes. 

Attachments: 

• Traffic Safety Committee Report of April I, 2015 
• Draft ETC Meeting Minutes of April 16, 2015 
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Map : The exit from Lunds parking lot onto 50th St. 

- 
Photos : Lunds parking lot exit on 50th Street, top is looking 

west, bottom is looking east. 

Traffic Safety Report 

Wednesday, April 01, 2015 

The Traffic Safety Committee (TSC) review of traffic safety matters occurred on April Cl. The City 
Engineer, Public Works Director, Transportation Planner, Traffic Safety Coordinator, Sign Coordinator, 
and Police Lieutenant were in attendance for this meeting. 

From these reviews, the recommendations below are provided. On each of the items, persons involved 
have been contacted and staff recommendation has been discussed with them. They were informed that 
if they disagree with the recommendation or have additional facts to present, these comments can be 
included on the April 16 Edina Transportation Commission and the May 19 City Council agenda. 

Section A : Items on which the Traffic Safety Committee recommends action 

Al.Request for 50th and France Lunds parking 
lot exit-only to be enforced 

This request comes from a resident who is 
concerned about the exit from the Lunds parking 
lot, onto 50th Street, in the 50th and France area. 
Specifically, westbound vehicles turning left into 
the lot were of concern, as they disobey Do-Not-
Enter signs and cross traffic for this maneuver. 
One day of video was analyzed during the store's 
hours of operation, and it was seen that 33 
drivers misused the exit. Seven vehicles turned 
left into the exit, two vehicles turned left from 
the exit onto 50th (also prohibited by signage and 
discouraged by design), and 24 vehicles turned 
right into the parking lot. Those turning right also 
commonly reversed onto 50th, or otherwise 
blocked through traffic on 50th as they turned 
into the lot. The prohibition on right turn from 
50th into the parking lot is not well signed, but the 
design of the roadway highly discourages the 
movement. 611 drivers used the exit correctly 
during the same period. Lunds has been contacted 
and as of March 30th, have indicated an informal 
inclination to work with the city on this issue, the 
company's facilities manager should respond soon. 
50th Street had an ADT of 10,700 for a count 
done in 2013. 

After review, staff recommends altering the signage at this location to prohibit right turns 
into the parking lot for eastbound, and additional enforcement will be then provided by the 
police department once the sign has been placed. 
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Map : 54th Street at Drew Avenue, controlled by a 
neighborhood traffic circle. 

Photo : 54th Street neighborhood traffic circle at Drew 
Avenue, the signage shown matches the signage 

recommended for roundabouts. 

A2.Request for further signage on 54th Street 
to ensure correct use of the neighborhood 
traffic circles 

This request comes from a resident who is 
concerned about the use of the 54th Street 
neighborhood traffic circles, vehicles on 54th 
Street specifically do not yield, and turn in front 
of the island. One day of video was recorded and 
analyzed, 27 drivers turned left in front of the 
circle in single passenger vehicles. Larger trucks 
which may have issues navigating the turn are 
allowed to turn in front of neighborhood traffic 
circles and 6 drivers of these vehicles also turned 
in front of the traffic circle. Only one yielding 
issue was observed, with few conflicting vehicles 
reaching the intersection at times that would 
cause confusion over right-of-way. Other non-
typical items observed include two vehicles 
stopping in the intersection, backing in the 
intersection (after missing the street the driver 
wished to exit on), and a pedestrian who walked 
to the center island of the traffic circle, and 
walked around its outside a full rotation before 
continuing across the intersection. Speed was 
seen as a possible factor, and a radar study of 50 
vehicles, taken during midday in ideal conditions, 
found that the 80th-90th percentile speeds were 16-17 miles per hour. However over 50 percent of all 

vehicles had speeds below 15 miles per hour (below 15 miles per hour, the radar gun no longer gives 
values for speeds). The signage in place matches the recommended signage from the Federal Highway 

Administration. 

After review, staff recommends adding a single chevron sign below the fish-hook sign now 
in place in the center island (at all four legs of both intersections). This recommendation is 
conditional, requiring City of Minneapolis approval. 
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Photo : Sightlines are currently clear, but leaves on brush may obscure the needed sight distance at the intersection 

Map : Interlachen Boulevard and Blake Road 

Section B :  Items on which the Traffic Safety Committee recommends denial 

PI I . Request for further control at the intersection of Interlachen Boulevard and Blake Road 

This request comes from a resident who 
uses Blake to get to and from events at the 
Blake School. The requestor noted that 
traffic coming north on Blake Road to 
Interlachen Boulevard often has to stop and 
wait for an exorbitant amount of time. The 
requestor asked for all-way stop control to 
be installed at the intersection, or signal 
control if possible. A delay study was 
performed, and found that the delay to 
northbound vehicles on Blake Road was 19.4 seconds maximum during weekday rush hour periods. This 
does not meet warrants for all-way stop control or signalization. However, four-hour volume warrants 
for signalization of the intersection have been found to be met, the warrant will be copied and at the 
Traffic Safety Committee meeting, as will an Excel of both days analyzed. The congestion might be 
worse in summer months, however a delay study will be very difficult to conduct during the warmer 
months due to vegetation in the area blocking sightlines of cameras or staff placed at the intersection to 

investigate the issue. 

Sightlines were found to be acceptable in the winter; however leaves on shrubbery may cause issues in 
warmer months, where only 250 feet of sight distance were clear of brush, whereas the speeds on 
Interlachen make 410 feet needed for safe left hand turns according to the American Association of 
State Highway and Transportation Officials in a passenger vehicle. 

After review, staff acknowledges that the intersection meets warrants for signalization. 
However, there is no notable safety issue in this location for vehicular traffic as this is more 
an issue of inconvenience. Staff will continue to monitor the intersection, and will consider 
adding signalization or stop control during a reconstruction of the intersection. 
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Mop : Voiley View Rood and Chapel Lane 

Section C : Items on which the Traffic Safety Committee recommends further study. 

Cl .Request for pedestrian actuation for 
crosswalk on Valley View Road at Chapel 
Lane 

This request comes from a resident who is 
concerned for safety during morning hours as 
school enters session. The concern is that left 
turning vehicles from westbound Valley View 
Road to southbound Chapel Lane obstruct the 
views of children crossing the street. When 
investigated, a person in the crosswalk was 
unable to be seen by drivers while they were at 
the required stopping sight distance, for 

approximately the central third of the roadway. 
Further investigation revealed that the 
intersection meets the City of Edina's warrants 
for crossings, with approximately 25 pedestrians 
crossing between the hours of 2:30 and 4:30 PM 
every day. However, mornings had a maximum 
of 10 crossings between the hours of 7:00 and 
9:00 AM. In the morning, 80 out of 598 
westbound vehicles turned left at this 
intersection between 7:00 and 9:00 on March 	

Photo : Chapel Lane at Valley View road, looking west 

10th, which was the one day that turning data was collected. Between 7:00 and 8:00 AM there was an 
average of 1.33 gaps of acceptable length to cross, per five minute interval, which meets warrants for 
pedestrian actuation. There is a small refuge made from plastic posts in this area, but it does not comply 
with ADA specifications for a refuge island, and thus was not considered. The intersection of the 
school's parking lot exit and Valley View Road is controlled by a person during times around school 
release and entry, but the driveway is approximately 100 feet west of the intersection with the 
crosswalk in question. A 2014 count found that Valley View Road has an ADT of 7100. 

After review, staff concluded that while the signalization of a crosswalk would be 
warranted, there is the potential for confusion that would be caused by the traffic control 
flagger at the exit of the school's parking lot if the signal ever contradicted her/his 
direction. Engineering staff will discuss possible solutions with the District to provide a 
better walking environment for the students. 

D Items : Other Traffic Safety Issues Handled 

DI. Requestor asked for traffic data around the intersection of 70th and Cahill. Recent counts were 

provided. 

D2. A resident of Minneapolis called to ask about the specialty crosswalks, specifically the brick imitation 
thermoplastic. These are no longer being placed by Edina. The requestor was forwarded the contact 

information for contractors who do this work. 
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D3. Requestor came into the office for traffic information on Tracy near Benton, with concerns about a 
child's walk to school. The counts and speeds of Tracy were provided in a spreadsheet and printed for 

the requestor. 

D4. Requestor noted that at night, on the sidewalk, and wearing all dark colors, a woman was difficult to 
see as she waited for the bus at the intersection of Parklawn Avenue and 76th Street. The lights in this 
location were repaired after the request was called in, and no further action was requested. 

D5. Requestor believes that the signs at the southbound Trunk Highway 100 entrance at Eden Avenue 
are backwards, and that the lower road should be required to yield as opposed to the upper road. The 
requestor was referred to MnDOT and told this was their right-of-way, and the City of Edina cannot 
change traffic control on Mn DOT's right of way or highways. 
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Appendix A: Multi-Way Stop Warrants 

The following is from the Minnesota Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices 

2B.7 Multi-Way Stop Applications 

SUPPORT: 
Multi-way stop control can be useful as a safety measure at intersections if certain traffic conditions exist. 

Safety concerns associated with multi-way stops include pedestrians, bicyclists, and all road users expecting other 
road users to stop. Multi-way stop control is used where the volume of traffic on the intersecting roads is 
approximately equal. 

The restrictions on the use of STOP signs described in Section 2B.4 also apply to multi-way stop 
applications. 

GUIDANCE: 
The decision to install multi-way stop control should be based on an engineering study. The following criteria 

should be considered in the engineering study for a multi-way STOP sign installation: 
A. Where traffic control signals are justified, the multiway stop is an interim measure that can be installed 

quickly to control traffic while arrangements are being made for the installation of the traffic control 
signal. 

B. Five or more reported crashes in a 1 2-month period that are susceptible to correction by a multi-way 
stop installation. Such crashes include right-turn and left turn collisions as well as right-angle collisions. 

C. Minimum volumes: 
I. The vehicular volume entering the intersection from the major street approaches (total of both 

approaches) averages at least 300 vehicles per hour for any 8 hours of an average day; and 
2. The combined vehicular, pedestrian, and bicycle volume entering the intersection from the minor 

street approaches (total of both approaches) averages at least 200 units per hour for the same 8 
hours, with an average delay to minor-street vehicular traffic of at least 30 seconds per vehicle 
during the highest hour; but 

3. If the 85th-percentile approach speed of the major street traffic exceeds 40 mph, the minimum 
vehicular volume warrants are 70 percent of the values provided in Items I and 2. 

D. Where no single criterion is satisfied, but where Criteria B, C.I , and C.2 are all satisfied to 80 percent of 
the minimum values. Criterion C.3 is excluded from this condition. 
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Appendix B : Signal Warrants, General and Four-Hour Vehicular Volume 

The following is from the Minnesota Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices. General signal 

warrants are as follows: 

PART 4. HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SIGNALS 
Chapter 48. Traffic Control Signals General 

48.1 	General 

ne'PrOltil 
'Words ettelt att podeetelatt awl hieyeliete aim weal 

redundantly in selected sections of Part 4 to moorage 
smelt ivily to Miami elenroals o'"tratfEe " 

Standanls for tattle =41316113nel; are important because 
tioffe c,ono alma melt to ilium,' tiw etwaricni of a via :sty 
of road meta, includiett thow who are older, lime with 
itripeired rision, os 	li as those who ore fatigued or 
distracted, or who are fiat expecting o enecunter a signal at 
a particular iocutioit 

411,2 	Basis of Installation or Removal of 
Traffic Centro, Signals 

sr,aPinalta; 

At with Iho Installation of a traffic write! Stal, a com-
prehensive Investlgatio and englreerIng study shall be 
completed to detexmlne whetter to remove or to retain a 
Isar% control sigral. 

streux.:  

The fare to sallsfy any mrrant Is not in 'riser jusIiIIA-
tion tor removal ct a signal, 

GtJIDAIsiC3;  I 

Engineering hidgrners should be applied in the review of 
tritcriting traffic sairattir signals to ktan) tie WICtliCt the 
type of installation and the timing program meet the cart-rut 
ref/oh-mots of al fonus of traffiz. 

If changes in traffic patter-is eliminate the wed fa- a 
unfit control alma!, coulderstIon Mould 1:e given to 

removing it awl repkeing il with atsproselate Alen& ye 
tura; control dc+iecs, r any ire necied. 

If the enschaming statly huh:ales that do trail's: control 
signal is on longer jrai fled, find a dceisSon is made to 
femme the signal, removal should le acecniplished using 
the fallowiag steps; 

A 1)ettamine the appropriate mane crairoi to he used 
after tentoval or the sfgrul, 

13. Rctrove sae sight-distnisec temictions as tftessaw. 
C. Inform the public of the temosnl study. 
Ii Hash or cover the signa heads for a inialmum of 90 

days, and irstn11 the appopriah stop amend or other 
taffic contol &ekes, Al way red flash should not he 

Used unless. the intent Into have an al way slop ater 

the removal of the signs', 
E. Reirove fin sigiot if tie engineering data eollooed 

during the removal study period confirms that the 
signal im ni! looserpoitied 

OrTION. I 

because Items C, L. and I; above are nor relevant when ii 
ternyinary traffic conhol signal (ate Section 41),321 is 
rentovcd, toaperory irmilk control Signal :nay-  b4 rcmpegii 

intmediately after ItemsA and 13 are completed. 

Instead ar total removal of a traffic central signal, the 
confroller cabinet, and cables may remir in place 

finer removal Of the Opal hats for eorgintied rinalysit 

48.3 	Advantage:I nod f)isitelvontoges of 

Traffic Control SignAls 

[summer   I 

Wpm property used, mime control sigints arc IMilittAC 

devices for the control mf vctitular and pedestrian traffic. 
They 04.1.141i thy I isitt-uf-troy tu Ow willow bank,  
111tWenttlitillind it 	profuenilly tafluence traffic flott. 

Italic coattail Opals that nit prorerly designee, located, 
operated, and maintained will have one or more of the 
following &vantages: 

A. TItc$ provide for 	oreerly tnovennet of Lathe. 
E. They inercase the Untie-handling rapacity of the 

inkneelion it 
1. Prrper physlea layotts and exontrul nteitam74 ore 

used, awl 
2. Thr siginl operational pavan:leis arc reviewed and 

updated or needed) on a regular tasis as 
eitglneerIng Judgment determines that significint 
traffic flow and/or land use chans,es hive 
uwaurd) 	 ability of th loin; 
control signal t) satis!y current traffic dentancls 

C. They redose the fretptervey and acwrity if vcrhin 

types of clashes, erricehrly right-angle collisions. 
V. They are cosrdinsted to provide for continuous or 

nearly continuous movenent cf trafie at a dormice 
speed alone a given Mir under favorable croditiniq. 

E. They are usrel to ihietrupt heavy Irak at Intervals to 
permit other haft, vehicular o: pedestrian, o cross. 

Inflic control signals arc often considered a panacea 
all triftli problems rit ititersections. This belief Ins led to 
traffic ()antral signals Icing :nsialicel at many loe-atirns 
where they are not needed, adversely dice:ring the stfety rod 
efficiency of vehicular, bicycle, and pedestrian 

40-I 
	

lteeenthrt 2(11 
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TralIle control siguah, even whenjustificd by traffic and 

roneway maditions, roil be ill-rksigned, Morn:catch; 

placer!, improperly unmated, tar penally itsilataircd 

linproper or unjustified traffic mural sigrals cal rrsul in 

one or more of the follewing disadvantages: 

Iter_tmiya &lay; 
FiXoal-slre di-tube:hence:of thesignal indications; 

C. Ineleased IICC of less aidequive routes as matt wers 

encrust to avoid tie traffic cot trot signalm, and 

D, Significant increases in the hammy of calliahms 

frapeeirilly rear-end collisions) 

4R.11 	A Iternot kon to Traffic.  Control' 

Signak 

OMANCIta 

Since vehieula.  delay and tie fremeney af soave types of 

crashes are sometimes greater under Pattiz sigml corsol 

than underSIDP sign t ontrol, co nsidmition should be alien 

to pinvidiru alternalivai to traffic centrol signals even tisane 

ttr music ofthe slanal %watts hat been minified. 

I or-rumi  I 

these nternalires nary anett.de, Ms are nat hinted to, tile 
following; 

1.. Installing signs tieing the major street to warn toad 

user* appimehing the interseedon; 

R, Relocating the sop Rims) and inakli oilier  thaws 

to improve the sight distinct n: the ktemee ion; 

C. Instilling measures designed to reduce speeds on the 

appninclics 

P. twilling it flashing nmenn at the Intersection to 

supplement STOP sign control;  

I!. !mulling Ilsolling blawoo on wattling .oigno lii 

advalce of a STOP sign enrolled 'Macedon on 

ontVot othlor-otrool opprottolict; 

Adding one or mot lanes on a initiocairtet approach 

Co reduce the numtor of vetictoo par law out dm 

approach; 

O. Revising the g.tantelrir.c zt the interitentinn In 

elawtoItze voltioolat innecoterft and tedOee ilia line 

trended fen a vehicle to complete a nriventent, whets 

could also assist pedestrians; 

I!, Revising tie geometries at the Intersection to old 

pedeatilan inedian Name islanals nitelkir cab 

extersions; 

I. Installing 7ondiviy lighting if a Oisprolortionite 

number of trashes oecurat night; 

J. Itolitleting 011e nt mute ItIming oinvonenti, perlirps 
OH 0 tinte-of-dai basis, if alternate 'mites ire 

available, 

K, II the warrant is suislied, installing rutlii-uny STOP 

oign tomiiiot 

L. Installing a pedesrian Irbrid la.-a,con (see Chapter 4F) 

or other pedestrian safely 'eaturtis if pedeshian 

safety is the major concint; 

M. Instilling a mundalanut; and 

N. Ertployi ig other alternatives, depercling on 

centilitre's at the interscition. 

4135 Adequate Roadway Capacity 

ppaal_f  
tut tinhorn intorant in the niarnnthenotignmeoInt tithe-

nkaty tit intersections giatrolled b traNic central simals 

tan ill:meetly be reducid by wideniun tiknisior madaav. 

the minor modwry, or loth roadways. Wickning lie tailor 

roadway Mien benefits tag operations on the major roadnity, 
because it redtleeSthe trten link: tint ititig be assigne4 to 

minia,roadiray traffic. la  urban arctic, the effect ofwidening 

can be achieved by eliminating parking on imerscolion 

approaches It is desirable to have at knit two hues the 
reovag muffle oh acli lipprooh to it sigmalutt toeutian. 

Additional width on the dela' t ne side of the intersection as 

won lo 011 limo H1111,0=11 HMV, will SLIIIt1ilIK5 IM! III:Cda to 

dent traffic through the Intersection effectively. 

GuttiANcp I 

Adotioode rootIvony orovity olooldat Inn roovile,I to it 

alpialized location. %roc aim inIctsution it whined, lea 

additional amen t me pedestrians need to crass the widened 

roadways should he conlidercil to determine if it wil exceed 

the &teen tine saved through improved vehicular low, 

Other naiads of increasiag the roadway capacity at 

itignallmod kvesaomi that do not {aunts,* tottiway %delimits, 

such as rev slam to time pavement makings and tie cardul 

evoloatinn of vapor Inne.•11C4! actiantnentt (bolurling 

vatying the lune Lae by time of day), should be considered 

wircic atitaulnirile,  Sue') consideration should inciatle 

evaluation of my impacts that changes to pavement 

markings and lane assignmentr will have on bicycle travel. 

Dumber, lot I 	 411-4 
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The following three pages are from the Minnesota Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices, and 
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3, The vehicles perhour given in both •of the BD poreil 
columns of Condition. 3 in Table 	exist on tin 
innjor-street ant the highe.--volume minor-street 
uppronlies, respectively, to the inienectior. 

These ruder AletAt atel ininor.sucel tinhorns shall he hor 
the IMO t hours for etch conditior, however, the 8 hours 
sodium ih Condition A stunt not be required to In the Aim 
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ripproach during each oldie ghouls. 

1 aiTtent  
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Appendix C: Interlachen Boulevard and Blake Road 

Table 1, I 2-hour intersection turning movements count, from 9-9-14 

Time 
WB 
Right 

WB 
Thru 

WB 
Left 

NB 
Right 

NB 
Thru 

NB 
Left 

EB 
Right 

EB 
Thru 

EB 
Left 

Blake 
Left 
Turns 

Blake 
Entering 
(hour 
long) 

Interlachen 
Entering 
(hour long) 

6:00 0 8 2 5 0 9 3 7 0 38 65 189 

6:15 0 9 5 5 0 4 3 13 0 57 101 262 

6:30 0 20 6 8 0 4 3 22 0 81 147 382 

6:45 0 36 11 9 0 21 7 34 0 122 203 493 

7:00 1 46 11 22 0 28 11 24 0 143 237 618 

7:15 0 61 18 27 0 28 17 54 0 161 250 787 

7:30 0 66 18 23 0 45 19 59 0 191 278 886 

7:45 0 108 26 22 0 42 18 61 0 185 267 971 

8:00 0 123 32 17 0 46 31 76 0 187 274 962 

8:15 0 123 30 25 0 58 27 69 0 167 266 850 

8:30 0 114 33 18 0 39 20 80 0 139 231 717 

8:45 0 95 27 27 0 44 11 70 1 129 218 575 

9:00 0 59 15 29 0 26 27 49 0 102 188 478 

9:15 0 46 19 18 0 30 19 32 0 95 172 435 

9:30 0 49 11 15 29 12 33 0 87 162 415 

9:45 0 37 17 24 17 7 46 0 90 166 391 

10:00 0 41 13 20 19 13 40 0 91 159 388 

10:15 0 35 18 16 22 9 34 0 93 156 395 

10:30 0 33 14 16 32 7 27 0 88 151 399 

10:45 0 38 13 16 18 12 41 0 73 149 421 

11:00 0 47 10 15 21 11 46 0 77 154 424 

11:15 0 40 12 16 17 13 35 0 82 158 431 

11:30 0 43 14 29 17 13 32 1 90 166 460 

11:45 I 26 30 17 22 22 28 0 90 163 467 

12:00 0 49 13 14 26 21 38 0 101 180 486 

12:15 0 48 17 16 25 28 36 0 99 189 479 

12:30 0 36 14 26 17 27 33 0 96 182 487 

12:45 0 41 24 23 33 13 48 0 109 184 502 

13:00 0 45 18 25 24 17 34 0 93 167 468 

13:15 0 47 26 12 22 23 41 0 96 157 489 

13:30 0 52 24 15 0 30 17 32 0 99 162 482 

13:45 0 30 18 22 0 17 10 34 0 88 147 470 

14:00 0 51 25 12 0 27 24 35 0 91 147 496 

14:15 0 48 23 14 0 25 17 42 0 85 148 516 

14:30 0 52 17 11 0 19 19 25 0 97 158 551 

14:45 0 40 15 19 0 20 19 43 1 1 19 191 632 
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15:00 0 58 20 18 1 21 24 53 0 138 213 754 

15:15 0 64 27 12 0 37 19 55 0 163 247 802 

15:30 0 83 30 22 0 41 26 55 0 174 265 868 

15:45 0 65 31 22 0 39 45 99 0 179 271 873 

16:00 0 71 23 28 0 46 33 76 0 189 289 876 

16:15 0 80 24 19 0 48 35 92 0 186 284 954 

16:30 0 81 19 23 0 46 30 69 0 182 289 1040 

16:45 0 104 24 30 0 49 29 86 0 186 271 1116 

17:00 0 100 43 26 0 43 30 108 0 189 289 1147 

17:15 0 117 28 34 0 44 31 140 1 187 284 1095 

17:30 0 100 40 29 1 50 27 108 0 143 244 778 

17:45 0 100 41 34 0 52 23 110 0 

18:00 0 76 33 37 0 41 32 88 0 

Table 2. 12-hour intersection turning movements count, from 9-11-14, this was done to ensure that 
these volumes are a normal condition, and thus times when signals were unwarranted on 9-9-14 were 
not analyzed. 

Time 

WB 
Right 

WB 
Thru 

WB 
Left 

NB 
Right 

NB 
Thru 

NB 
Left 

EB 
Right 

EB 
Thru 

EB 
Left 

Blake 
Left 

Turns 

Blake 
Entering 

(hour 
long) 

Interlachen 
Entering 

(hour long) 

6:00 0 6 1 6 0 6 1 9 0 37 68 170 

6:15 0 9 0 8 0 8 3 15 0 54 III 243 

6:30 0 16 6 9 0 6 0 21 0 69 138 343 

6:45 0 34 14 8 0 17 7 28 0 103 184 483 

7:00 0 33 12 32 0 23 14 31 0 131 227 619 

7:15 0 51 27 20 0 23 13 36 0 147 239 781 

7:30 0 87 22 21 0 40 19 55 0 159 246 902 

7:45 0 110 29 23 0 45 14 66 0 151 244 934 

8:00 0 128 39 28 0 39 24 61 0 143 234 872 

8:15 0 129 23 15 0 35 26 70 0 136 225 758 

8:30 0 86 29 27 0 32 25 75 0 125 217 619 

8:45 0 79 10 21 0 37 19 49 0 116 201 489 

9:00 0 51 19 26 0 32 17 51 0 100 179 434 

9:15 0 31 18 18 0 24 16 44 0 68 121 296 

9:30 0 36 8 20 0 23 5 36 0 44 79 187 

9:45 0 48 15 14 1 21 9 30 
, 

0 21 36 102 

14:30 

14:45 

0 37 16 18 0 23 19 	26 0 111 189 512 

0 54 25 21 0 25 17 	32 0 138 218 612 

15:00 0 56 21 17 0 24 23 	33 0 149 237 717 

15:15 0 57 31 21 I 39 20 	45 0 168 263 789 

15:30 0 91 23 20 0 50 27 	57 0 187 282 873 
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15:45 0 62 30 29 0 36 45 96 0 197 297 917 

16:00 0 82 17 24 0 43 27 79 0 217 311 941 

16:15 0 106 25 22 0 58 31 75 0 231 317 992 

16:30 0 120 16 25 0 60 26 80 0 226 315 1039 

16:45 0 102 18 23 0 56 26 III 0 228 322 1072 

17:00 1 108 19 16 0 57 28 100 0 224 328 1078 

17:15 0 96 21 25 0 53 28 139 0 205 313 1026 

17:30 0 93 24 30 0 62 39 119 0 152 235 742 

17:45 0 102 29 33 0 52 33 99 0 

18:00 0 74 27 20 0 38 21 82 0 
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MINUTES OF 

CITY OF EDINA, MINNESOTA 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

APRIL 16, 2015 

6:00 P.M. 

ROLL CALL  Answering roll call were members Bass, Boettge, lyer, Janovy, LaForce, Loeffelholz, Nelson, Olson, and Spanhake. 

ABSENT  Campbell and Rummel 

Traffic Safety Report of April 1, 2015  

B.1. Member Janovy asked about clearing the brushes and planner Nolan said the current clearing schedule is twice annually 
and public works will increase this to four clearings. 

B.2. Member Janovy said it wasn't clear what the recommendation was. Planner Nolan said the area meets warrant for a 

flashing beacon but it would interfere with the crossing guard that is there. He said director Millner spoke with the school 

district about doing a joint traffic study and they are considering it. The cost would be $60,000 split equally between the 

school district and the city. Member Spanhake suggested moving this to Cl. 

Motion was made by member Janovy and seconded by member lyer to forward the April 1, 2015, TSC report to the City 
Council. 
All voted aye. 
Motion carried. 

Updates 

Student Members — None. 

Bike Edina Working Group  
Member Janovy said Bloomington Public Health has funding for temporary bike parking and they are working out logistics. 

They are planning a handlebar assessment of bike routes later this month and interested participants can contact her. 

Living Streets Working Group  
Planner Nolan said the draft plan was presented to the Planning Commission. He said communications & technology (CTS) is 

doing the final edits and graphic placement. The plan will be submitted to City Council on Apr. 21 and a public hearing is 

scheduled for May 6. Feedback will be taken on Speak Up, Edina! 

Walk Edina Working Group — None. 
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